Agenda Memo

City Manager’s Office
To: Mayor and Members of the Duarte City Council
From: Darrell George, City Manager
Date: August 21, 2013
Re: League of California Cities Resolutions

Annual Conference, September 18-20, 2013, in Sacramento

RECOMMENDATION: To have the City Council consider two resolutions introduced by the
League of California Cities, and determine a City position, in order that the City delegate can
make the representation at the September 20, 2013, Annual Conference in Sacramento.

BACKGROUND: At the annual conference, the League will consider two resolutions for
review and recommendation.

The full details of each resolution are attached, including wording of the actual resolution,
background information provided by Los Angeles County Division, League staff analysis,
fiscal impact, and existing League policy. New this year is the requirement that any
resolutions submitted to the General Assembly must be concurred in by five cities or by city
officials from at least five or more cities. Letters of concurrence from each of the cities are
also attached.

DISCUSSION: Briefly, each resolution is described as:

1) Resolution Referred to Environmental Quality Policy Committee — This is a resolution
calling upon the Governor and the Legislature to work with the League in providing adequate
funding, and to prioritize water bonds to assist local government in water conservation,
ground water recharge, and reuse of storm water and urban runoff programs. The League
received letters of concurrence from the cities of Alhambra, Cerritos, Claremont, Glendora,
Lakewood, La Mirada, La Verne, Norwalk, Signal Hill, and Mary Ann Lutz, Mayor of
Monrovia. A letter of support was also received from the California Confract Cities
Association.

2) Resolution Referred to Public Safety Policy Committee — This is a resoclution calling upon
the Governor and Legislature to enter info discussions with the League and California Police
Chiefs' Association representatives to identify and enact strategies that will ensure the
success of public safety realignment from a local municipal law enforcement perspective. The
League received letters of concurrence from the cities of Arroyo Grande, Covina, Fontana,
Glendora, Monrovia, Ontario, Pismo Beach, and Santa Barbara.

Councilmember Reyes was designated as the City's voting delegate, with the City Manager

named as the alternate. The annual luncheon/business meeting will be held on Friday, Sep-
tember 20, at noon atthe Hyatt Regency Hotel, where the two resolutions will be considered.
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INFORMATION AND PROCEDURES

RESOLUTIONS CONTAINED IN THIS PACKET: The League bylaws provide that resolutions shall
be referred by the president to an appropriate policy committee for review and recommendation.
Resolutions with committee recommendations shall then be considered by the General Resolutions
Comumittee at the Annual Conference.

This year, two resolutions have been introduced for consideration by the Annual Conference and referred
to the League policy committees.

POLICY COMMITTEES: Two policy committees will meet at the Annual Conference to consider and take
action on resolutions referred to them. The committees are Environmental Quality and Public Safety. These
committees will meet on Wednesday, September 18, 2013, at the Sheraton Grand Hotel in Sacramento. The
sponsors of the resolutions have been notified of the time and location of the meetings.

GENERAL RESOLUTIONS COMMITTEE: This committee will meet at 1:00 p.m. on Thursday,
September 19, at the Sacramento Convention Center, to consider the reports of the two policy committees
regarding the two resolutions. This committee includes one representative from each of the League’s regional
divisions, functional departments and standing policy committees, as well as other individuals appointed by the
League president. Please check in at the registration desk for room location.

ANNUAL LUNCHEON/BUSINESS MEETING/GENERAL ASSEMBLY: This meeting will be held at
12:00 p.m. on Friday, September 20, at the Hyatt Regency Hotel.

PETITIONED RESOLUTIONS: For those issues that develop after the normal 60-day deadline, a
resolution may be introduced at the Annual Conference with a petition signed by designated voting
delegates of 10 percent of all member cities (47 valid signatures required) and presented to the Voting
Delegates Desk at least 24 hours prior to the time set for convening the Annual Business Session of the
General Assembly. This year, that deadline is 12:00 p.m., Thursday, September 19. If the petitioned
resolution is substantially similar in substance to a resolution already under consideration, the petitioned
resolution may be disqualified by the General Resolutions Committee.

Resolutions can be viewed on the League's Web site: www.cacities.org/resolutions.

Any questions concerning the resolutions procedures may be directed to Meg Desmond at the League
office: mdesmond(@cacities.org or (916) 658-8224
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GUIDELINES FOR ANNUAL CONFERENCE RESOLUTIONS

Policy development is a vital and ongoing process within the League. The principal means for deciding policy
on the important issues facing cities is through the League’s eight standing policy committees and the board of
directors. The process allows for timely consideration of issues in a changing enviromment and assures city
officials the opportunity to both initiate and influence policy decisions.

Annual conference resolutions constitute an additional way to develop League policy. Resolutions should
adhere to the following criteria.

Guidelines for Annual Conference Resolutions

1. Only issues that have a direct bearing on municipal affairs should be considered or adopted at the
Annual Conference.

2. The issue is not of a purely local or regional concern.
3. The recommended policy should not simply restate existing League policy.
4., The resolution should be directed at achieving one of the following objectives:

(a) Focus public or media attention on an issue of major importance to cities.

(b)  Establish a new direction for League policy by establishing general principals around which
more detailed policies may be developed by policy committees and the board of directors.

(¢}  Consider important issues not adequately addressed by the policy committees and board of
directors.

(dy Amend the League bylaws (requires 2/3 vofe at General Assembly).
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LOCATION OF MEETINGS

Policy Committee Meetings

Wednesday, September 18, 2013
Sheraton Grand Hotel
1230 J Street, Sacramento

Public Safety: 9:00 a.m. — 10:30 a.am.
Environmental Quality:  10:30 a.m. — 12:00 p.m.

General Resolutions Committee

Thursday, September 19, 2013, 1:00 p.m.
Sacramento Convention Center
1400 J Street, Sacramento

Annunal Business Meeting and General Assemblv Luncheon

Friday, September 20, 2013, 12:00 p.m.
Hyatt Regency Hotel
1209 L. Street, Sacramento
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KEY TO ACTIONS TAKEN ON RESOLUTIONS

Resolutions have been grouped by policy committees to which they have been assigned.

Number Key Word Index Reviewing Body Action

| | | 1+ [ 2 | 3 |
| - Policy Committee Recommendation
to General Resolutions Committee
2 - General Resolutions Committee
3 - General Assembly

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY POLICY COMMITTEE
1 2 3

[ 1 | water Bond Funds | | | |

PUBLIC SAFETY POLICY COMMITTEE
1 2 3

" 2 | Public Safety Realignment | | | ll

Information pertaining to the Annual Conference Resolutions will also be posted on each committee’s
page on the League website: www.cacities.org. The entire Resolutions Packet will be posted at:
www.cacities.org/resolutions.
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KEY TO ACTIONS TAKEN ON RESOLUTIONS (Continued)

KEY TO REVIEWING BODIES KEY TO ACTIONS TAKEN
1. Policy Committee A - Approve
2. General Resolutions Committee 3 - Disapprove
3. General Assembly N - No Action
R - Refer to appropriate policy committee for
study
a - Amend

Action Footnotes
Aa - Approve as amended
* Subject matter covered in another resolution
Aaa - Approve with additional amendment(s)
** Existing L.eague policy
Ra - Amend and refer as amended to
*#% Local authority presently exists appropriate policy committee for study

Raa - Additional amendments and refer
Da -~ Amend (for clarity or brevity) and
Disapprove

Na - Amend (for clarity or brevity) and take
No Action

W - Withdrawn by Sponsor

Procedural Note: Resolutions that are approved by the General Resolutions Commiittee, as well as all
qualified petitioned resolutions, are reported to the floor of the General Assembly. In addition, League policy
provides the following procedure for resolutions approved by League policy committees but ot approved by
the General Resolutions Cormmittee:

Resolutions initially recommended for approval and adoption by all the League policy committees to which
the resolution is assigned, but subsequently recommended for disapproval, referral or no action by the
General Resolutions Committee, shall then be placed on a consent agenda for consideration by the General
Assembly, The consent agenda shall include a brief description of the basis for the recommendations by
both the policy committee(s) and General Resolutions Committee, as well as the recommended action by
each. Any voting delegate may make a motion to pull a resolution from the consent agenda in order to
request the opportunity to fully debate the resolution. If, upon a majority vote of the General Assembly, the
request for debate is approved, the General Assembly shall have the opportunity to debate and subsequently
vote on the resolution.



2013 ANNUAL CONFERENCE RESOLUTIONS

RESOLUTION REFERRED TO ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY POLICY COMMITTEE

1. RESOLUTION CALLING UPON THE GOVERNOR AND THE LEGISLATURE TQO WORK
WITH THE LEAGUE OF CALIFORNIA CITIES IN PROVIDING ADEQUATE FUNDING
AND TO PRIORITIZE WATER BONDS TO ASSIST LOCAL GOVERNMENT IN WATER
CONSERVATION, GROUND WATER RECHARGE AND REUSE OF STORMWATER AND
URBAN RUNOFF PROGRAMS.

Source: Los Angeles County Division

Concurrence of five or more ¢ities/city officials: Cities of Alhambra; Cerritos; Claremont; Glendora;
Lakewood; L.a Mirada; La Verne; Norwalk; Signal Hill; Mary Ann Lutz, Mayor, city of Monrovia.
Referred to: Environmental Quality Policy Committee

Recommendations to General Resolutions Committee: Approve

WHEREAS, local governments play a critical role in providing water conservation, ground water
recharge and reuse of stormwater infrastructure, including capture and reuse of stormwater for their citizens,
businesses and institutions; and

WHEREAS, local governments support the goals of the Clean Water Act to ensure safe, clean
water supply for all and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency has encouraged local governments to
implement programs to capture, infiltrate and treat stormwater and urban runoff with the use of low impact
development ordinances, green street policies and programs to increase the local ground water supply
through stormwater capture and infiltration programs; and

WHEREAS, local govermments also support the State’s water quality objectives, specifically
Section 132410f the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act, on the need to maximize the use of
reclaimed and water reuse and the Regional Water Quality Control Boards and the State Water Resources
Board encourage rainwater capture efforts; and

WHEREAS, the State’s actions working through the water boards, supported by substantial
Federal, State and local investiments, have led to a dramatic decrease in water pollution from wastewater
treatment plants and other so-called “point sources™ since 1972. However, the current threats to the State’s
water quality are far more difficult to solve, even as the demand for clean water increases from a growing
population and an economically important agricultural industry; and

WHEREAS, the State’s Little Hoover Commission found in 2009 that more than 30,000 stormwater
discharges are subject to permits regulating large and small cities, counties, construction sites and industry.
The Commission found that a diverse group of water users — the military, small and large businesses, home
builders and local governments and more — face enormous costs as they fry to confrol and limit stormwater
pollution. The Commission concluded that the costs of stormwater clean up are enormous and that the costs
of stormwater pollution are greater, as beach closures impact the State’s economy and environmental
damage threatens to impair wildlife; and

WIHEREAS, at the same time that new programs and projects to improve water quality are
currently being required by the U.S, EPA and the State under the National Pollution Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) permits and the Total Daily Maximum Load (TMDL) programs, many local governments
find that they lack the basic infrastructure to capture, infiltrate and reuse stormwater and cities are facing
difficult economic challenges while Federal and State financial assistance has been reduced due to the
impacts of the recession and slow economic recovery; and
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WHEREAS, cities have seen their costs with the new NPDES permit requirements double and
triple in size in the past year, with additional costs anticipated in future years. Additionally, many local
businesses have grown increasingly concerned about the costs of retrofitting their properties to meet
stormwater and runoff requirements required under the NPDES permits and TMDL programs; and

WHEREAS, the League of California Cities adopted water polices in March of 2012, recognizing
that the development and operation of water supply, flood control and storm water management, among
other water functions, is frequently beyond the capacity of local areas to finance and the League found that
since most facilities have widespread benefits, it has become the tradition for Federal, State and local
governments to share their costs (XIV, Financial Considerations); and the League supports legislation
providing funding for stormwater and other water programs; and

WHEREAS, the Governor and the Legislature are currently contemplating projects for a water
bond and a portion of the bond could be directed to assist local government in funding and implementing the
goals of the Clean Water Act and the State’s water objectives of conserving and reusing stormwater in order
to improve the supply and reliability of water supply; and now therefore let it be

RESOLVED by the General Assembly of the League of California Cities, assembled in Sacramento
on September 20, 2013, that the League calls for the Governor and the Legislature to work with the League
and other stakeholders to provide adequate funding for water conservation, ground water recharge and
capture and reuse of stormwater and runoff in the water bond issue and to prioritize future water bonds to
assist [ocal governments in funding these programs. The League will work with its member cities to educate
federal and state officials to the challenges facing local governments in providing for programs to capture,
infiltrate and reuse stormwater and urban runoff,

Wi

Background Information on Resolution No. |

Source: Los Angeles County Diviston

Background:

In order to meet the goals of both the Federal Clean Water Act and the State’s Porter-Cologne Water
Quality Control Act, which seek to ensure safe clean water supplies, cities provide critical water
conservation, ground water recharge and reuse of stormwater infrastructure, including capture and reuse of
stormwater for their citizens, businesses and institutions.

Working with the State’s Regional Water Quality Control Boards and the State Water Resources Board
through the National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permitting process and Total
Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) Programs, California’s cities implement programs to capture, infiltrate and
treat stormwater and urban runoft with the use of low impact development ordinances, green streets policies
and other programs to increase the local ground water supply.

These actions have led to a dramatic decrease in water pollution from wastewater treatment plants and other
so-called “point sources™ since the adoption of the Clean Water Act in 1972. However, current threats to the
State’s “non-point sources © of pollution, such as stormwater and urban runoff are far more difficult to solve,
even as the demand for clean water increases from a growing population and an economically important
agricultural industry.
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Current Problem Facing California’s Cities

The Little Hoover Commission found in 2009 that more than 30,000 stormwater discharges are subject to
permits regulating large and small cities, counties, construction sites and industry. The Commission found
that a diverse group of water users — the military, small and large businesses, home builders and local
governments and more — face enormous costs as they try and control and limit stormwater pollution. The
Commission concluded that the costs of stormwater clean up are enormous and that the costs of stormwater
pollution are greater as beach closures impact the state’s economy and environmental damage threatens to
impair wildlife.

Additionally, new programs and projects to improve water quality are currently being required by the U.S.
EPA and the State under the NPDES permits and the TMDL programs. Many local governments find that
they lack the basic infrastructure to capture, infiltrate and reuse stormwater and the cities are facing difficult
economic challenges while Federal and State financial assistance has been reduced due to the impacts of the
recession and slow economic recovery.

Cities have seen their costs with the new NPDES permit requirements triple in size in the past year, with
additional costs anticipated in future years. Additionally, many local businesses have grown increasingly
concerned about the costs of retrofitting their properties to meet stormwater and runoff requirements
required under the NPDES permits and TMDL programs.

In Los Angeles County alone, reports commissioned by the Los Angeles County Flood Control District
estimate the costs of achieving region-wide compliance for implementing TMDL programs in the NPDES
permits required by the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (LARWQCB) will be in the
tens of billions of dollars over the next twenty years. Additionally, failure to comply with the LARWQCB’s
terms could result in significant Clean Water Act fines, state fines and federal penalties anywhere from
$3,000- $37,500 per day. Violations can also result in third-party litigation. Such costs are not confined to
Los Angeles County and are being realized statewide.

Clearly, compliance with the NPDES permit and TMDL programs will be expensive for local governments
over a long period of time and cities lack a stable, long-term, dedicated local funding source to address this
need. Many cities are faced with the choice of either cutting existing services or finding new sources of
revenue to fund the NPDES and TMDL programs.

Los Angeles County Division Resolution

The Division supports strong League education and advocacy at both the State and Federal levels to help
cities face the challenges in providing programs to capture, infiltrate and reuse stormwater and urban runoff.
While Los Angeles County cities and other regions seek to secure local funding sources to meet the Clean
Water Act and the State’s water objectives, it will simply not be enough to meet the enormous costs of
compliance. The Los Angeles County Division strongly believes that State and Federal cooperation are
necessary to fund programs to secure and reuse stormwater in order to improve water supply and reliability
throughout the state.

The Division calls for the League to engage in discussions on 2014 State Water Bond to assist cities in
funding and implementing the goals of the Clean Water Act and the State’s Water objectives, This
resolution does not support the 2014 bond issue, since the League and individual cities will need to make
this decision at a later time upon review of the final language. However, the Governor and Legislature have
reopened discussions for the 2014 water bond and funding of urban runoff and stormwater programs has
taken a back seat in past bond issues, such as Proposition 84. In May, Assembly Speaker John Perez
appointed a Water Bond Working Group which recently outlined a new set of Priorities and Accountability
Measures for developing a water bond that would gain the support of 2/3 of the Legislature and voters. One
of the priorities identified by the committee included, “Regional Self Reliance/Integrated Regional Water
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Management,” posing the question if stormwater capture should be included in any future bonds. The
Division believes the opportunity to advocate for funding in the bond is now.

Hiil

League of California Cities Staff Analysis on Resolufion No. 1

Staff: Jason Rhine; (916) 658-8264
Committee: Environmental Quality

Summary:
This resolution seeks to call upon the Governor and the Legislature to work with the League of California

Cities in providing adequate funding and to pricritize water bonds to assist local governments in water
conservation, ground water recharge and reuse of stormwater and urban runoff programs.

Background:
In 2009, the State Legislature passed and Governor Armold Schwarzenegger signed a package of legislation

that included four policy bills and an $11.1 billion water bond (The Clean, and Reliable Drinking Water
Supply Act). The water bond included the following major spending proposals:

»  $455 million for drought relief projects, disadvantaged communities, small community wastewater

treatment improvements and safe drinking water revolving fund

e $1.4 billion for "integrated regional water management projects”

e $2.25 billion for projects that "support delta sustainability options”

e $3 billion for water storage projects

s §1.7 billion for ecosystem and watershed protection and restoration projects in 21 watersheds

s 31 billion for groundwater protection and cleanup

e $1.25 billion for "water recycling and advanced treatment technology projects”

The $11.1 billion bond also included nearly $2 billion in earmarks. Projects slated for funding included:

» 3540 million to educate the public about California’s water

o  $100 million for a Lake Tahoe Environmental Improvement Program for watershed restoration, bike
trails and public access and recreation projects

¢  $75 million for the Sierra Nevada Conservancy, for public access, education and interpretive
projects

s $20 million for the Baldwin Hills Conservancy to be used to buy more land
$20 million for the Bolsa Chica Wetlands for interpretive projects for visitors

The water bond was originally scheduled to appear on the 2010 ballot as Proposition 18. However, due to
significant criticism over the size of the bond, the amount of earmarked projects, and a lack of public
support, the Legislature has voted twice to postpone the ballot vote. The water bond is now slated for the
November 4, 2014 ballot.

It is unclear whether or not the water bond will actually appear on the November 2014 ballot. In recent
maonths, pressure has been mounting to postpone the water bond vet again or significantly rewrite the water
bond to drastically reduce the overall size of the bond and remove all earmarks. The Legislature has until
the summer of 2014 to act.

Fiscal Impact:
Unknown. This resolution does not seek a specified appropriation from a water bond.



Existing League Policy:

In 2008, the League formed a new Water Task Force to consider updates and revision to the Water
Guidelines the League drafted and adopted 20 years earlier. These new Guidelines were formally approved
by the League board of directors in Feb. 2010. Below are the most pertinent policy and guiding principles
related to the proposed resolution. To view the entire water policy guidelines, go to
www.cacities.org/waterpolicyguidelines.

General Principles

e The League supports the development of additional groundwater and surface water storage,
including proposed surface storage projects now under study if they are determined to be feasible,
including but not limited to: environmentally, economically, and geographically relating to point of
origin. Appropriate funding sources could include, but are not limited to user fees, bonds and federal
funding.

e The League supports state water policy that allows undertaking aggressive water conservation and
water use efficiency while preserving, and not diminishing, public and constitutional water rights.

Water Conservation

e The League supports the development of a statewide goal to reduce water use by 20% by 2020
through the implementation of fair and equitable measures consistent with these principles.

e Accomplishing water conservation and water use efficiency goals will require statewide action by
all water users, including residential, commercial, industrial and agricultural water users, local and
regional planning agencies, state and federal agencies, chambers of commerce, and business,
commercial and industrial professional and trade associations.

Water Recycling
e  Wherever feasible, water recycling should be practiced in urban, industrial and agricultural sectors.
This includes increasing the use of recycled water over 2002 levels by at least one million acre-
feet/year (afy) by 2020 and by at least two million afy by 2030.
e Increased recycling, reuse and other refinements in water management practices should be included
in all water supply programs.

Water Storage
e The development of additional surface facilities and use of groundwater basins to store surface
water that is surplus to that needed to maintain State Water Resource Control Board (SWRCB) Bay-
Delta estuary water quality standards should be supported.

Groundwater

e The principle that local entities within groundwater basins (i.e., cities, counties, special districts, and
the regional water quality control boards) working cooperatively should be responsible for and
involved in developing and implementing basin wide groundwater, basin management plans should
be supported. The plans should include, but not be limited to: a) protecting groundwater quality; b)
identifying means to correct groundwater overdraft; ¢) implementing better irrigation techniques; d)
increasing water reclamation and reuse; and e) refining water conservation and other management
practices.

e Financial assistance from state and federal governments should be made available to requesting
local agencies to develop and implement their groundwater management plans.

Financial Considerations

e It is recognized that the development and operation of water supply, water conveyance, flood control
and stormwater management, water storage, and wastewater treatment facilities is frequently beyond
the capability of local areas to finance;
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e The League supports legislation to provide funding for stormwater, water and wastewater programs,
including a constitutional amendment which would place stormwater fees in the category of water
and wastewater fees, for the purposes of Proposition 218 compliance.

Support:
New this year, any resolutions submitted to the General Assembly must be concurred in by five cities or by

city officials from at least five or more cities. Those submitting resolutions were asked to provide written
documentation of concurrence. The following letters of concurrence were received: cities of Alhambra;
Cerritos; Claremont; Glendora; Lakewood; La Mirada; La Verne; Norwalk; Signal Hill; and Mary Ann Lutz,
Mayor, city of Monrovia. A letter of support was also received from the California Contract Cities
Association.

RESOLUTION REFERRED TO PUBLIC SAFETY POLICY COMMITTEE

2. RESOLUTION CALLING UPON THE GOVERNOR AND LEGISLATURE TO ENTER INTO
DISCUSSIONS WITH THE LEAGUE AND CALIFORNIA POLICE CHIEFS* ASSOCIATION
REPRESENTATIVES TO IDENTIFY AND ENACT STRATEGIES THAT WILL ENSURE THE
SUCCESS OF PUBLIC SAFETY REALIGNMENT FROM A LOCAL MUNICIPAL LAW
ENFORCEMENT PERSPECTIVE.

Source: Public Safety Policy Committee

Concurrence of five or more cities/city officials; Cities of Arroyo Grande, Covina; Fontana; Glendora;
Monrovia; Ontario; Pismo Beach; and Santa Barbara

Referred to: Public Safety Policy Committee

Recommendation to General Resolutions Committee: Approve

WHEREAS, in October 2011 the Governor proposed the realignment of public safety responsibilities
from state prisons to local government as a way to address recent court orders in response to litigation
related to state prison overcrowding, and to reduce state expenditures; and

WHEREAS, the Governor stated that realignment needed to be fully funded with a constitutionally
protected source of funds if it were to succeed; and

WHEREAS, the Legislature enacted the realignment measures, AB 109 and AB 117, and the
Governor signed them into law without full constitutionally protected funding and liability protection for
stakeholders; and

WHEREAS, California currently has insufficient jail space, probation officers, housing and job
placement programs, medical and mental health facilities, lacks a uniform definition of recidivism; and
utilizes inappropriate convictions used to determine inmate eligibility for participation in the realignment
program; and

WHEREAS, since the implementation of realignment there have been numerous issues identified that
have not been properly addressed that significantly impact municipal police departments® efforts to
successfully implement realignment; and

WHEREAS, ultimately many of these probationers who have severe mental illness are released into

communities where they continue to commit crimes that impact the safety of community members and drain
the resources of probation departments and police departments throughout the state; and
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WHEREAS, an estimated 30 counties were operating under court-ordered or self-imposed population
caps before realignment, and the current lack of bed space in county jails has since led to many convicted
probationers being released early after serving a fraction of their time; with inadequate to no subsequent
supervision, leaving them free to engage in further eriminal offenses in our local cities; and

WHEREAS, there is increasing knowledge among the offender population which offenses will and
will not result in a sentence to state prison, and many offenders, if held in custody pending trial, that would
be sentenced to county jail are ultimately sentenced to time served due to overcrowding in county facilities;
and

WHEREAS, there are inadequate databases allowing local police departments to share critical
offender information among themselves, with county probation departments, and with other county and state
law enforcement entities; and

WHEREAS, local police departments have not received adequate funding to properly address this new
population of offenders who are victimizing California communities; and now therefore let it be

RESOLVED by the General Assembly of the League of California Cities, assembled in Sacramento
on September 20, 2013, to request the Governor and State Legislature to immediately enter into discussions
with League representatives and the California Police Chiefs’ Association to address the following issues:

1. The need to fully fund municipal police departments with constitutionally protected funding to
appropriately address realignment issues facing front-line law enforcement;

2. Amend appropriate sections of AB 109 to change the criteria justifying the release of non-violent,
non-serious, non-sex offender inmates (N3) inmates to include their total criminal and mental
history instead of only their last criminal conviction;

3. Establish a uniform definition of recidivistn with the input of all criminal justice stakeholders
throughout the state;

4. Enact legislation that will accommodate the option for city police officers to make ten (10} day flash
incarcerations in city jails for probationers who violate the conditions of their probation;

5. Establish oversight procedures to encourage transparency and accountability over the use of
realignment funding;

6. Implement the recommendations identified in the California Little Hoover Commission Report #216
dated May 30, 2013;

7. Provide for greater representation of city officials on the local Community Corrections Partnerships.
Currently AB 117 provides for only one city official (a police chief) on the seven-member body, six
of which are aligned with the county in which the partnership has been established. As a result, the
counties dominate the committees and the subsequent distribution of realignment funds.

8. Provide, either administratively or by legislation, an effective statewide data sharing mechanism
allowing state and local law enforcement agencies to rapidly and efficiently share offender

information to assist in tracking and monitoring the activities of AB 109 and other offenders.

i
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Background Information on Resolution No. 2

Source: Public Safety Policy Committee

Background:

In October 2011 the Governor proposed the realignment of public safety tasks from State Prisons to local
government as a way to address certain judicial orders dealing with State prison overcrowding and to reduce
State expenditures. This program shifts the prisoner burden from State prisons to local counties and cities.

When the Governor signed into law realignment he stated that realignment needed to be fully funded with
constitutionally protected source of funds to succeed. Nonetheless, the law was implemented without full
constitutional protected funding for counties and cities; insufficient liability protections to local agencies;
jail space; probation officers; housing and job placement programs; medical and mental health facilities; and
with an inappropriate definition of N3 (non-serious, non-sexual, non-violent) criminal convictions used to
screen inmates for participation in the program.

Two-thirds of California's 58 counties are already under some form of mandated early release. Currently, 20
counties have to comply with maximum population capacity limits enforced by court order, while another 12
counties have self-imposed population caps to avoid lawsuits.

At this time no one knows what the full impact of realignment will ultimately be on crime. We hope that
crime will continue to drop, but with the current experience of the 40,000 offenders realigned since October
2011, and an estimated additional 12,000 offenders being shifted from State prison to lecal jails and
conununity supervision by the end of fiscal year 2013-14, it will be very difficult to realize lower erime rates
in the future.

Beginning in October 201 1, California State prisons began moving N3 offenders into county jails, the
county probation and court systems, and ultimately funneled them into community supervision or alternative
sentencing program in cities where they will live, work, and commit crime.

Note: There is currently no uniform definition of recidivism throughout the state and no database that can
deliver statistical information on the overall impact realignment has had on all cities in California. Because
of this problem we have used data from Los Angeles County.

The March 4, 2013 report to the Los Angeles County Criminal Justice Coordination Committee (CCICC)
shows a strong effort and progress in addressing the realignment mandate. However, there is insufficient
funding.

The report also states the jail population continues to be heavily influenced by participants housed locally.
On September 30, 2012, the inmate count in the Los Angeles County Jail was 15,463; on Januvary 31, 2013,
the count was 18,864, The realignment population accounted for 32% of the Jail population; 5,743 offenders
sentenced per Penal Code Section 1170 (h) and 408 parole violations.

By the end of January 2013, 13,535 offenders were released on Post Release Community Supervision
{(PRCS) to Los Angeles County including prisoners with the highest maintenance costs because of medical
and drug problems and mental health issues costing counties and local cities millions of dollars in unfunded
mandates since the beginning of the program. Prisoners with prior histories of violent crimes are also being
released without proper supervision. That is why sections of AB 109 must be amended to change the
criteria used to justify the release of N3 inmates to include an offender’s total eriminal and mental
history instead of only their last criminal conviction. Using the latter as the key criteria does not provide
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an accurate risk assessment of the threat these offenders pose to society if they are realigned to county
facilities, or placed on Post Release Community Supervision.

Chief Jerry Powers from the Los Angeles County Probation Department recently stated the release criteria
for N3 offenders “has nothing to do with reality.” He said initially the State estimated the population of
released PRCS offenders would he 50% High Risk, 25% Medium Risk and 25% Low Risk. The reality is
3% are Very High Risk, 55% are High Risk, 40% are Medium Risk and only 2% are Low Risk offenders. He
said the High Risk and serious mentally ill offenders being released “are a very scary population.” One of
the special needs offenders takes the resources of 20-30 other offenders.

Assistant Sheriff Terri McDonald who is the county Jail Administrator recently stated the Jail has only 30
beds for mentally il offenders being released — when in fact she actually needs 300 beds to accommodate
the volume of serious mentally ill offenders being released that require beds.

Los Angeles County data shows 7,200 released offenders have had some sort of revocation. This number is
expected to increase because of a significant increase in the first four months of year two of realignment that
totals 83% of the entire first year of the program; 4,300 warrants were issued for offenders; 6,200 offenders
have been rearrested; and 1,400 prosecuted. Data reveals one in 10 offenders will test positive for drugs
during the first 72 hours after being released knowing they are required to report to a probation officer
during that time, Only one in three offenders will successfully complete probation.

There are more than 500 felony crimes that qualify State prison inmates for release under realignment. They
will be spending their time in cities with little, if any, supervision.

T

League of California Cities Staff Analvsis on Resolution No. 2

Staff: Tim Cromartie (916) 658-8252
Committee: Public Safety Policy Committee

Summary:
This Resolution seeks to outline the deficiencies in the State’s current public safety realignment policy, as

implemented in 2011 by AB 109, and to identify policy changes that will assist State, county and municipal
law enforcement entities to cope with the expanded universe of offenders that are now being directed to
county facilities, resulting in increased related impacts on both local communities and municipal law
enforcement.

Background:
This resolution was brought to the Public Safety Policy Comimnittee by individual members of that committee

who are increasingly concerned about municipal public safety impacts resulting from county jail
overcrowding, a problem that has intensified with realignment, resulting in certain categories of offenders
doing no jail time or heing sentenced to time served. This has created a climate in which some offenses
receive little or no jail time, accompanied by a growing body of aneedotal evidence that property crimes
have correspondingly increased, with some, such as auto theft, being committed in serial fashion. Increased
criminal activity has strained the resources of many local police departments already struggling to more
closely coordinate information sharing with county probation offices to effectively monitor offenders on
post-community release supervision.

In addition, there is growing concern about the criteria established for determining which offenders are

eligible for post-release community supervision (the non-violent, non-serious, non-sex offenders). There is
so much concern that a May 2013 report of California’s Little Hoover Commission reconunended adjusting
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the criteria to examine an offender’s total criminal history rather than merely his or her last known offense,
as a means of more accurately assessing the risk he or she might pose to the community.

Implementation of the realigmment policy is handled in part by the Community Corrections Partnerships
established by AB 109, which currently have only one ciiy representative, compared to at least four county-
level representatives.

Fiscal Impact:
Unknown impact on the State General Fund. This resolution seeks to establish increased and

constitutionally protected funding for city police departments (and county sheriff’s departments, to the
degree they are contracted to provide police services for cities), but does not specify a dollar amount for the
revenue stream. At a minimum, it would entail an annual revenue stream of at least the amount provided for
cities for front-line law enforcement in the State’s 2013-14 Budget, $27.5 million, indefinitely — although
that revenue stream has never been formally identified by the Brown Administration as having any direct
connection to realignment.

Existing League Policy:
Related to this resolution, existing policy provides:

s The League supports policies establishing restrictions on the early release of state inmates for the
purpose of alleviating overcrowding, and limiting parole hearing opportunities for state inmates
serving a life sentence, or paroled inmates with a violation.

e The League supports increasing municipal representation on and participation in the Community
Corrections Partnerships, which are charged with developing local corrections plans.

¢ In addition, the Strategic Priorities for 2012, as adopted by the League Board of Directors, included
the promotion of local control for strong cities. The resolution’s objectives of locking in ongoing
funding for front-line municipal law enforcement, and increasing city participation in the
Conununity Corrections Partnerships, are consistent with promoting local control.

Suppeort:

New this year, any resolutions submitted to the General Assembly must be concurred in by five cities or by
city officials from at least five or more cities. Those submitting resolutions were asked to provide written
documentation of concurrence. The following cities/city officials have concurred: cities of Arroyo Grande;
Covina; Fontana; Glendora; Monrovia; Ontario; Pismo Beach; and Santa Barbara.
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LETTERS OF CONCURRENCE
Resolution #1
Water Bond Funds
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City of Alhambra
Office of the Mayor and City Council

July 1, 2013

Bill Bogaard

President

League of California Cities
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95314

RE: Los Angeles County Division Annual Conference Resolution

Dear President Bogaard:

The City of Alhambra supports the Los Angeles County Division's effort to
submit a resolution for consideration by the General Assembly at the
League’s 2013 Annual Conference in Sacramento.

The Division’s resolution seeks to address a critical funding need for cities
working to meet the State’s water quality objectives and storm water
management plans by providing direction for the League to educate state
ieaders and advocate for funding during discussions on the 2014 Water
Bond. The City of Alhambra is anticipating spending $24,101.96 this year to
start the development of the Enhanced Watershed Plan and monitoring plan.
Priorto 2018, the City anticipates spending $1,169,000 for full capture device
on our storm drain catch basins. In the future, it is estimated the city may
need $34 miliion doitars 1o finance the required infrastructure to meet the
new permit guidelines, We alsc anticipate needing to hire additional staff to
monitor and maintain the program. None of these costs have a dedicated
funding source.

As members of the League, our city values the policy development process
provided to the Generai Assembly. We appreciate your time on this issue.
Please feel free to contact Mary Chavez, Director of Public Works, at (626)
570-5067 if you have any guestions.

Very truly yours,

\/mip | \ é&wg) hAS

Steven Placido, DDS
Mayor

cc:  Jennifer Quan, League of California Cities
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July 8, 2613

Bill Bogaard

President

League of California Cities
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Los Angeles County Division Annual Conference Resolution
—d
Presider;t;&egm:fé

The City of Cerritos supports the Los Angeles County Divislon's effort o submit a
resolution for consideration by the General Assembly at the League’s 2013 Annual
Conference in Sacrameanto.

The Division's resolution seeks to address a critical funding need for cities working to
meet the State's water quality objectives and storm water management plans by
providing direction for the League to educate state leaders and advocate for funding
during discussions on the 2014 Water Bond. The City of Cerritos expended $866,000 in
the Elscal Year 2011-2012 for compliance with required stormwater programs. Future
expenditures are expected to be over $1.5 million annually, as the City will be required
to begin construction of costly stormwater capital improvements,

As members of the League our city values the policy development process provided to
the General Assembly, We appreciate your time on this issue. Plzase feal free to
contact Art Galiucci, City Manager at (562)916-1301 or agaliucci@cerritos.us, if you

have any guestions.
7 2
- Bhowri

Bruce W. Barrows
MAYOR

cr:  Ling-Ling Chang, President, Los Angeles County Division ¢/o
Robb Korinke, Executive Director, Los Angeles County Division, robb@lacities.org
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CITY OF CLAREMONT

City Hall City Council = (309) 389-5444
207 Harvard Avenue Corey Calaycay
0. Box 880 Joseph M. Lyons
Ciarernont, CA 91711-0880 Cpanyi K. Nasiali
Fax: (B08) 309-5492 Sam Pedroza
Website: www.ci.claremont.caus Larry Schroeder

Email; contact@ci.claremont.ca.us
July 1, 2013

Bill Bogaard

President

League of California Cities
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814

President Bogaard:

RE: Los Angeles County Division Proposed Resolution for LCC Approval
At The 2013 Annual Conference

The City of Claremont supports the Los Angeles County Division’s effort to submit a
resolution for consideration by the General Assembly at the League’'s 2013 Annual
Cenference in Sacramento.

The Division’s resolution seeks to address a critical funding need for cities working to
meet the State’s water gualily objectives and storm water management plans by
providing direction for the League to educate state leaders and advocate for funding
during discussions on the 2014 Water Bond.
As members of the League, our City values the policy development process provided to
the General Assembly and appreciates your time on this issue. If you have any
guestions, please feel free to contact Tony Ramos, City Manager, at (909) 399-5441.
Sincerely,
A% L3

MMAU-A
Opanyi Nasiali
Mayor
o Jennifer Quan, League of California Cities

wifENinrens/City Councilft etters LCC Annusl Conf ApprauatLie-Of-July13
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CITY OF GLENDORA arvnaL (626) 914-8200

1164 Bast Foothill Bled,, Glendora, California 91745
t‘;"\r\"\-&’uCi.gi@I’!dQZ‘E‘LCﬁ.US

July 15, 2013

Bill Bogaard, President
League of California Cities
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Loz Angefes County DHvision Apnual Conference Resolution

President Bogaard:

The City of Glendora supports the Los Angeles County Division's effort to submit a resolution
for consideration by the General Assembly at the League’s 2013 Annual Conference in
Sacramento,

The Division’s resolution seeks to address a critical funding need for cities working to mest the
State’s water quality objectives and storm water management plans by providing direction for
the League to educate state leaders and advocate for funding during discussions on the 2014
Water Bond.

As members of the League our city values the policy development process provided to the
General Assembly. We appreciate your time on this issue,  Please feel free to contact me, if

you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Joe Santoro, Mayor

ee: Ling-Ling Chang, President, Los Angeles County Division ¢/o Robb Korinke,
Executive Director, Los Angeles County Division, robb@lacities.org
Jennifer Quan, Regional Public Affairs Manager, League of California Cities —
Jquan(@cacitics.org

PRIDE OF THE FOOTHILLS
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July 2, 2013

Mr. Bilt Bogaard

President

League of California Cities
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, California 85814

RE: Los Angeles County Division Annual Conference Resolution - Support
Dear President Bogaard:

The City of Lakewood suppdr’[s the Los Angeles County Division’s effort to submit a
resolution for consideration by the General Assembly at the League's 2013 Annual
Conference in Sacramento.

The Division’s resolution seeks to address a critical funding need for cities working to
meet the State’'s water quality objectives and storm water management plans by
providing direction for the League to educate state leaders and advocate for funding
during discussions on the 2014 Water Bond.

For Lakewood, the initial cost alone to prepare the Watershed Management Pian
(WMP), Coordinated Integrated Management Plan (CIMP), and Reasonable Assurance
Modeling for the three watersheds that Lakewood 18 a part of is estimated to be
3153,167.  This cost does not include administration costs. monitoring costs,
consfruction costs, or inspection costs, which are estimated o be in the milions of
doliars.

As members of the League our city values the nolicy develnpment process nrovided to
the General Assembly. We appreciate your time on this issue. Please fes! free to
contact Paolo Beltran, Senior Management Analyst, at (562) 866-9771, extension 2140,
or email at pbeltran@lakewoodgity.org, if you have any guestions.

Singerely,

Steve Croft

Mayor

cc: Ling-Ling Chang, President, Los Angeles County Division c/o

Robb Korinke, Executive Directar, Los Angeles County Division,
robb@iacities.org

Lakewood

SOEB hark Avenve, Laleewood, CA 9712 « £562) B66.977T1 = Yoy f“é?z%kﬁi%‘fiﬁ s wwiwlahewendoliorg « Emell service i @lnkewaodeitynyy
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CITY OF LA MIRADA

La MMirsda, Cadilonm
'

Bhone: (5027 443-013

July 15, 2013 LETTER OF SUPPORT

Bill Bogaard

President

L.eague of California Cities
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814

SUBJECT: LOS ANGELES COUNTY DIVISION ANNUAL CONFERENCE RESOLUTION

Dear President Bogaard:

On behalf of the City of La Mirada, | am writing to express support for the League of California
Cities, Los Angeles County Division's effort to submit a resolution for consideration by the
League's General Assembly at the Seplember 2013 Annuat Conference in Sacramento.

The Divisicn's resolution seeks o address a critical funding need for local governments working
to meet Federal and State objectives {o protect water resources and storm water management
ptans. The resclution also provides direction for the League to educate Siate leaders and
advocates for the inclusion of storm water funding in the Stale's proposed 2014 Water Bond.

Like many cities, the City of La Mirada does not have the basic infrastructure to capture, filter,
and reuse storm water, and Federal and State funding to assist in providing this infrastructure
has been reduced in recent years as a resuit of the economic recession. Compliance with the
MS-4 permit and other storm water regulations could cost the City millions, and reduce funding
for other vital City services such as infrastructure and public safety. The City could also face
steep fines, penalties, and third party lawsuits if it is unable to meet the National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination Systems (NPDES) permit reguirements. Receiving State funding could
help alleviate the financial burden placed on local geovernments to meet storm waler
requirements.

As a member of the Leagug, our City values the policy development process provided to the
General Assembly. Please contact Jeff Boynton, Deputy City Manager, at (562) 943-0131 if you
have any questions.

Sincerely,

ot st

Steve De Ruse
Mayor

TER:jbivdr

cc: Ling-Ling Chang, President, Los Angeles County Division
Robb Korinke, Executive Director, Los Angeles County Division

weve Lk

@ Ruse, 130 ki awrence P Mowles Pauline Def2 Steve jones

Andrew Sarega
Conrweimenler
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SISTER CITIES

Admrbare, Mexico
Eichmizdzin, Armenia -
i Shopdes, Groece o

CiTYy OF LAVERNE
CITY HALL

3660 D" Street, La Verne, California 91750-3589
Www.Cilg-verne.ca.us

July 2, 2013

Bili Bogaard, President
League of California Cities
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Los Angeles County Division Annual Conference Resotution
President Bogaard:

The City of La Verne supports the Los Angeles County Division’s effort to submit a
resolution for consideration by the General Assembly at the League’s 2013 Annual
Conference m Sacramento.

The Division’s resolution seeks to address a critical funding need for cities working to
meet the State’s water quality objectives and storm water management plans by
providing direction for the League to educate state leaders and advocate for funding
during discussions on the 2014 Water Bond. While the City is still in the process of
identifying the cosis associated with meeting the new requirements of the MS-4
PERMIT, it is expected these measures will far exceed existing local resources.

As members of the League, cur city values the policy develepment process provided
o the General Assembly. We appreciate your time on this issue. Please feel free to
contact our City Managsr, Bob Russi at 909-586-8728, if you have any questions.

Sincer

Dof Kendric
Mayo

ce:  Jennifer Quan, League of California Cities
JR Ranells, Senior Management Analyst

UMy Rocuments\CITY COUNCILWY KENDRICK\Suppost 2013 League Conf Reso doc

General Administration 909/596-8728 = Water Customer Service 309/h96-8744 # Parks & Community Services 508/596-3700
Public Works B09/536-8741 & Finance 309/595-8716 « Community Development 909/596-8700 e Building 309/596-8713
Folice Departmant 300/596-1913 « Fi2BDepartment 808/506-5881 » General Fax 309/596-8737
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LUIGI VERNOLA

Mayor

MARCEL RODARTE
Vice Mayor

CHERI KELLEY
Councilmember
MICHAEL MENDEZ
Councilmember
LEONARD SHRYOCK
Councilmember
MICHATEL |, EGAN
City Manager

Fa

July 2, 2013

Bill Bogaard, Prasident
League of California Cities
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Los Angeles County Division Annual Conference Resolution
Dear President Bogaard:

The city of Norwalk supports the Los Aﬁgeles County Division’s effort 1o submit a
resolution for consideration by the General Assembly at the League's 2013 Annual
Conference in Sacramento.

The Division's resolution seeks to address a critical funding need for cities working to
meet the State’s water quality objectives and storm water management plans by
providing direction for the League to educate state leaders and advocate for funding
during discussions on the 2014 Water Bond. The cost of compliance with the new
storm water permit is in the millions of dollars. The Watershed Management Plan afone
will cost close to $1M. Implementation of projects in the near future based on that
Watershed Management Plan could potentialiy cost the City of Norwalk $5 - $10 million
annually.

As members cf the League our City values the policy development process provided to
the General Assembly. We appreciate your time on this issue. Please feel free to
contact Mike Egan, City Managet, at (562) 929-5772 if you have any questions.

Sin,
o Ver:noia

-

Mayor

ce: Ling-Ling Chang, President, Los Angeles County Division ¢/o
Robb Korinke, Executive Director, Los Angeles County Division, robb @lacities.org
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CITY OF SIGNAL HILL
2175 Cheny Avenue = Signal H8, Califormnio $1755-3769

lune 27, 2013

Bili Bogaard

President

League of Califernia Cities
14900 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramenty, CA 85814

RE: Los Angeles County Division Annual Conference Resolution
President Bogaard:

The city of Signal Hill supports the Los Angeles County Division's affort to submit a resciution for
consideration by the General Assembly at the League’s 2013 Annual Conference in Sacramento.

The Division's resciution seeks to address a critical funding need for cities working to maet the State’s
water quality objectives and storm water manegement plans by providing direction for the League to
educate state leaders and advocate for funding during discussions on the 2014 Water Bond, The city of
Signal Hifi currently budgets for $755,000 anauaily for compliance with required stormwater programs,
which represents over 4% af the entire General Fund. Future expenditures are expected to be over S1.5
million annually, as the City will be required to begin construction of costly stormwater capital

improvements.

As members of the League aur city values the policy development process provided to the General
Assembly. We appreciate your time on this issue.  Please fee| free to contact Ken Farfsing, City
Manager at [562) 988-7302 or kfarfsing@cityofsignal.org, if you have any questions.

Michaal 1. Noli
Mayor

C{: Ling-Ling Chang, President, Los Angeles County Division c/o
Robb Korinke, Executive Director, Los Angeles County Division, robb@!acitizs.org
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City of MONROVIA 1887

Office of the Mayor and the City Council

July 2, 2013

Bill Begaard

President

League of Calfifornia Cities
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814

SUBJECT: Los Angeles County Division Annual Conference Resolution
Dear President Bogaard:

As Mayor of the City of Monrovia, | support the Los Angeles County Bivision’s effort to submit a
resolution for consideration by the General Assembly at the League’s 2013 Annuat Conference in
Sacrameanto.

The Division's resolution seeks to address a critical funding need for cities working to meet the State's
water quality objeciives and storm water management plans by providing direction for the League to
educate state leaders and advocate for funding during discussions on the 2014 Water Bond, The City is
anticipating millions of dollars in stormwater permit compliance costs over the next five years — funds the
City currently does not have avaitable. Funding assistance is vital in order for the City to meet
stormwater permit requirements.

As members of the League, our City values the policy development process provided to the General
Assembly. We appreciate your time on this issue. Please feel free to contact Heather Maloney, Senior
Management Analyst, at (626} 932-5577 or hmaloney@ci.monrovia.ca.us, if you have any questions.

ﬁ%ﬂé@figz Z ~
Mary Ann Lutz,
Mayor {

ce: City Councit
Ling-Ling Chang, President, Los Angeles County Division c/o
Robb Korinke, Executive Director, Los Angeles County Division, robb@iacities.org
Laurie K. Lile, City Manager
Ron Bow, Director of Public Works

Sincerel

415 South fvy Avenue ° Monrovia, California 91026-2868  » (626) 932-5550 o  FAX (626) 932-5520
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EXECUTIVE BOARD

PRESIDENT
STEVETYE
Diamoncd Bar

YIGE PRESIIENT
VICTOR MANALO
Artesia

SECRETARY/TREASURER
GUSTAYO CARICHO
Pico Rivera

FAST PRESHIENT
DIANE 1 MARTINEL

Parasnuouni

DIRECTOR AT LARGE
JEFF WOOD
Lakewood

DIHECTOR AT LARGE
SANDRA ARMENTA
Rosemeatt

BUDGET & AUDH CORMMITTER
MICHAEL DAYITT
La Canada Flintridge

BY-LAWS COMMITTEE
LOU LA MONTE
Mialibu

CITY MGRS/ADM. COMMITTEE
IV DESTEFANG
Dismond Bar

LEGALICTY-COUNTY
CONTRACTS COMMITTEE
MANCY TRAGARZ
Watnut

LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE
SAM PEDROZA
Claremont

MEMBERSHIP COMMITTEE
ANDREW SAREGA
L.a Mirada

HESOLUTIONS COMRITTEE
BARU SANCHEZ
Cadany

SELECTIONS COMBITTEE
LIZ REILLY
Dsarte

SPECIAL EVENTS COMRITTREE
IBRAES R, BOZAHAN
Calabasas

ASSOCIATE MEMBERS COMMITTEL
FRANK V. ZERUNYAN
Reoliing Hills Estates

EXELCUTIVE DIRECTOR
SaM GLIVITO

June 20, 2013

Bili Bogaard

President

teague of California Cities
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Los Angeles County Division Annual Conference Resolution

President Bogaard:

The California Contract Cities Association supports the Los Angeies County Division’s
effart to submit a resclution for consideration by the General Assembly at the
League's 2013 Annual Conference in Sacramento.

The Division’s resolution seeks to address a critical funding need for cities working to
meet the State’s water guality ebjectives and storm water management plans by
providing direction for the League 1o educate state leaders and advocate for funding
during discussions on the 2014 Water Bond. All of the 58 cities we represent can i}
afford this Increasingly expensive ongoing cost.

As members of the League our association values the palicy development process

provided to the General Assembly. We appreciate your time on this issue. Please
feel free to contact our office at (562) 622-5533 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
T

Steve Tye
CCCA President

CC: Ling-ting Chang, President, Los Angeles County Division ¢/o
Robb Korinke, Executive Director, Los Angeles County Division, robb@lacities.org

11027 Downey Ave, Downey, CAS0241 P{561)622-5533 F{502) 622-9555 WWW,CONTFACTCItEs.arg
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LETTERS OF CONCURRENCE
Resolution #2
Public Safety Realignment
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304 Vast Branch Sireet
Baroye Grande, CA 93420
Pheone: (RO} 473-5405
BRI (805} 473-00856
ageity@mroyoy :

wwwarroyeptands.org

OFFICE OF THE
MAYOR

g

O RN A

July 17, 2013

Eill Begaard, President
League of California Cities
14090 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Public Safety Realignment Resolution

Dear President Bogaard:

On behalf of the City of Arroyo Grande, I am writing to express support for the League of California Cities’
Public Safety Resolution, which will be submitted for consideration by the League’s General Assembly at
the September 2013 Annual Conference in Sacramento.

The League’s Resclution seeks to highlight a number of deficiencies with the current public safety
realignment policy, and what funding and policy changes need to eccur in response. The resclution
specifically calls out the need for ongoing local law enforcement funding related to realignment, as well as
modification of the criteria for which offenders are eligible for post-release community supervision, i.e. a
non-violent, non-serious, non-sex offender criteria that focuses on total criminal history rather than
merely the last recorded offense.

As a member of the League, our City values the pelicy development process provided to the General
Assembly. Please contact our City Manager, Steve Adams, at {805)473-5404, if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Mayor, City of Arroyo Grande
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CITY OF COVIN

-

125 Hast College Street @ Covina, California $1723-2199
WWW.COVIECa. gov

July 17,2013

Bil Bogaard, President
League of California Cities
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, California 95814

RE: Public Safety Realignment Resolution

Drear President Bogaard;

On behalf of the City of Covina,  am writing to express support for the League of California
Cities' Public Safety Resolution, which will be submitted for consideration by the League's
General Assembly at the September 2013 Annual Conforence in Sacramento.

The League's Resolution sccks to highlight a number of deficiencies with the current public
safety realignment policy, and what funding and policy changes need to occur inresponse. The
resolution specifically calls out the need for ongoing local Jaw enforcement funding refated to
realignment, as well as madification of the criteria for which offenders are eligible for post-
release community supervision, i.e. a non-violent, non-serfous, non-sex offender criteria that
focuses on total criminal history rather than merely the last recorded offense.

As a member of the League. our City values the policy development process provided to the

General Assembly. Please contact Daryl Parrish, City Manager, at (626} 384-5410, if you have
any questions.

Sincerely,

" Walter Alten If1
Mayor, City of Coving

Fhe Ciry of Covina provides responsive municipal services and manages
public resources to enhance the quality of Tife for our community.
B
30
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Mayor Acguaneita Warren

July 17,2013

Bill Bogaard, President
League of California Cities
1400 K Street, Suvite 400
Sacramento, California 95814

RE: Public Safety Realignment Resolution

Dear President Bogaard:

On behalf of the City of Fontana, | am writing to express support for the League of California Cities’
Public Safety Resolution, which will be submitted for consideration by the League’s General
Assembly at the September 2013 Annual Conference in Sacramento.

The League’s Resolution secks to highlight a number of deficiencies with the current public safety
realignment policy, and what funding and policy changes need to occur in response. The resolution
specifically calls out the need for ongoing jocal law enforcement funding related to realignment, as
well as modification of the criteria for which offenders are eligible for post-release community
supervision, i.e. a non-violent, non-serious, non-sex offender criteria that focuses on total criminal
history rather than merely the last recorded offense.

As a member of the League, our City values the policy development process provided fo the General

Assembly. Please contact Ken Hunt City Manager, at (909)350-7654, if you have any questions.

S im:erel Y,
C&-ﬁnm; —&3\&\§3..,- ““““““““ —

Mayaor, City of Fontana

AW/ac

5357 SIERRA AVENUE, FONTANA, CALIFORNIA 92335 {909) 350-7606 FAX (909) 350-6613 www.fontana.org
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=) CITY OF GLENDORA oy man (626) 148201

116 Fast Fooibdll Blvd,, Glendora, Californda 81741
FAX (626) 914-8221

GFEIE OF THE MAYOR www.chglendoraca us

July 19, 2013

Bill Bogaard, President
League of California Cilies
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, California 95814

R.E: Public Safety Realignment Resolution
Drear President Bogaard:

Om behalf of the City of Giendora, T am writing (o express support for the League of California
Cities’ Public Safety Resolution, which will be submitted for consideration by the League's
General Assembly at the September 2013 Annuai Coaference in Sacramento.

The League’s Resolution seeks to highlight a number of deficiencies with the current public
safety realignment policy, and what funding and policy changes need to oveur in response. The
resolution specifically calis out the need for ongoing local law enforcement funding relatec to
realignment, as well as modification of the criteria for which offenders are eligible for post-
release communily supervision, Le. a non-vislent, non-serions, nen-sex offender criteria that
focuses on total criminal history rather than merely the last recorded offense.

As a member of the League, our City values the policy development process provided to the
General Assembly, Please contact Chris Jeffers, City Manager, at cieffersiact glendora ca us or
(626) 914-8201, if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

City of (ilendora

Ore St

loe Santore
Mayor

PRIDE OF THE FOOTHILLS
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City of MONROVIA 1887

Office of the Mayor and the City Council

July 19, 2013

Bill Bogaard, Fresident )
|eague of California Citles
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, California 95814

RE: PUBLIC SAFETY REALIGNMENT RESOLUTION
Dear President Bogaard:

As Mavyor of the City of Monrovia, 1 am writing to express support for the League of
California Cities’ Public Safety Resclution, which will be submitted for cansideration by
the League's General Assembly at the September 2013 Annual Conference in
Sacramento,

The League's Resolution seeks fo highlight a number of deficiencies with the current
public safety realignment poticy, and what funding and policy changes need to occcur in
response. The resolution specificaliy calls out the need for ongoing local faw
enforcement funding related to realignment, as well as modification of the criteria for
which offenders are eligible for post-release community supervision, i.e. a non-violent,
non-sericus, non-sex offender criteria that fecuses on total criminal history rather than
merely the last recorded offense.

As amember of the League, our City values the policy development precess provided
to the Genera! Assembly, Please contact Laurie Lile, City Manager, at {626) 832-5501,
if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

e r’"‘"‘}/’f\

7/ 4%1 2
Mary Ann ‘tz

Mayor

co:  City Council
James Hunt, Police Chief

415 South lvy Avenue ¢ Monrovia, California 91016-2888  » (626) 932-5350 » FAX (626) 932-3520
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Bilf Bogaard, President
League of California Cities
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, California 95814

RE; Public Safety Realipnment Resolution
Dear President Bogaard:

On behalf of the City of Qatario, 1 am writing to express suppoert for the League of California Cities®
Public Safety Resolution, which will be subminted for consideration by the League’s General Assembly ai
the September 2013 Annual Conference in Sacramento.

The League's Resofution seeks 1o highlight a rumber of deficiencies with the current public safery
realiprment policy, and what funding and policy changes need to occur in response, The resolution
specifically calls out the need for ongoing local law enforcement funding related (o realignment, as well
as modification of the criteria for which offenders are cligible for posi-release community supervision;
i.e., a non-violent, non-sericus, non-sex offender criteria that focuses on total criminal history rather than
merely the last recorded offense,

As a member of the League, our City values the policy development process provided to the General
Assembly, Piease contact Chris Hughes, City Manager, at {909) 395-2016, if you have any questions,

Sincerely,

-
%ﬁg A
PAUL S. LEON
Mayor

wnw.clontano.ca.us

Printed on recycled papen
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Y G From the Office of the Mayor
™ Shelly Higginbotham

‘ 760 Mattie Road
o Pismo Beach, CA 93449
\{Ef Bﬁi’ (805} 235-6604
o shigginbothamyipismobeach.org

July 18, 2013

Bill Bogaard, President
l.eague of California Cities
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, California 95814

RE: Public Safety Reatignment Resolution
Bear President Bogaard:

On behalf of the City of Pismo Beach, | am writing to express support for the League of
California Cities’ Public Safety Resolution, which will be submitted for consideration by
the League's General Assembly at the September 2013 Annual Conference in
Sacramenio.

The League's Resolution seeks o highlight a number of deficiencies with the current
public safety realignment policy, and what funding and pelicy changes need to oceur in
response. The resolution specifically cafis out the need for ongoing local law
enforcerment funding related to realignment, as well as medification of the criteria for
which offenders are eligibte for post-release community supervision, i.e. a non-violent,
non-serious, non-sex offender criteria that focuses on total criminal history rather than
merely the last recorded offense.

As a member of the League, our City values the policy development process provided
to the General Assembly. Please contact James R, Lewis, City Manager, at {805} 773-
7007, if you have any guestions.

Sincerely, YA
Shelly Higginbétham
Mayor
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City of Santa Barbara

Office of Mayo r HSchneider@SantaBarbaraCA. gov

www. SantaBarbaraCa, gov

July 19, 2013

Bill Bogaard, President
League of California Cities
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, California 95814

Helene Schneider

Mayor

City Hal!

T35 Anacapa Straet
Bania Barbara, GA
$3101-1890

RE: Public Safety Realignment Resolution
Dear President Bogaard:
On behaif of the City of Santa Barbara, | am writing fo express suppost for the League of

California Cities® Public Safety Resolution, which will be submitted for consideration by the
League’s General Assembly at the September 2013 Annual Conference in Sacramento.

wMailing Address’
P.O. Box 1980
Santa Barbara, CA

931021880 The League’s Resolution seeks to highlight a number of deficiencies with the current public

safety realignment policy, and what funding and policy changes need to occur in response. The

resolution specifically calls out the need for ongoing Jocal law enforcement funding refated to

Fax: 808.564 5475 pealianment, as well as modification of the criteria for which offenders are eligible for post-
release community supervision, L.e. a non-violent, non-serious, non-sex offender criteria that
focuses on total criminal history rather than merely the last recorded offense.

Telr 805.564.5323

It is important to our City, that such state-mandated programs remain fully-funded and that the
regulations do not impede our law enforcement officers’ ability to use their professional
discretion in protecting our community, '

As a member of the League, our City values the League’s leadership and policy direction on
this issue.

Sincerely,

Helene Schneiﬂr,
Mayor

ce: Dave Mullinax, League of California Cities

e

2

Plomce conslder the envbronmant before printing this letter.

b
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MEMORANDUM

Duarte
TO: Successor Agency to the former Duarte Redevelopment Agency
FROM: Craig Hensley, AICP, Community Development Director
DATE: August 27, 2013

SUBJECT: Long Range Property Management Plan

The Successor Agency contracted with Keyser Marston to prepare its Long Range
Property Management Plan (LRPMP) and Staff recommends that the Successor
Agency approve the plan. The LRPMP will also require approval from the Oversight
Board prior to its submittal to the State Department of Finance (DOF) for final approval.

The purpose of the LRPMP is to set forth a plan to dispose of all properties owned by
the Successor Agency. When the Duarte Redevelopment Agency was dissolved, the
Agency owned 23 parcels in a total of 11 areas. The properties fall into three
categories: properties held for resale; governmental purpose properties; and other
properties that are still held by the Agency in error.

For governmental purpose properties, the LRPMP proposed to transfer the property to
the City. Examples include: the Senior Center, Duarte Plaza, North Yard, landscape
areas in the Las Lomas Villas neighborhood and Hacienda Park. Each of these
properties are clearly intended for governmental use and probably should have been
transferred to the City years ago.

There are a few properties that were owned by the Agency as the result of some
property transfer mistake years ago. These include: a sliver of property at Wal-Mart; a
sliver of property at Car Max, a portion of the Northview Middle school athletic field; and
a portion of the Duarte Unified School District administration building property. If
approved by DOF, these properties would be transferred to the adjacent property
owners as should have been done when the projects were developed. These
properties have zero value.

The Land Held for Resale category includes three locations in the city: the properties to
the east of the Mountain Vista Shopping Center (slightly less than one acre); and the old
Texaco site on the northwest corner of Huntington Drive and Buena Vista Street. The
plan for these pieces is to attempt to encourage assemble and development in
accordance with the Agency’s adopted Implementation Plan. For the old Texaco site,
the idea would be to set the top priority as the development as part of a comprehensive
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mixed use project. As the Successor Agency is aware, Staff has been working with the
Charles Company for the past several months in anticipation of a comprehensive
project that would address all, or at least most, of these properties. To date, the
developer has not submitted sufficient financial information or prospective plans to allow
negotiations to move forward. Staff will continue to encourage the developer to make
positive strides towards project development but also may need to look for other
development pariners to move forward with for this property.

The property to the east of Mountain Vista Plaza (946,952 & 962 Huntington Dr.)
surrounds the privately owned property at 956 Huntington Drive and because of this is
constrained. To dispose of this property, the plan is to encourage property assembly
with adjacent pieces as part of the to sale.

The intent is to move forward to the Oversight Board and then submit to DOF with a the
document in front of the Successor Agency, however, some minor changes may be
needed to address information that is gathered from other agencies that have already
submitted. The intent of any of these minor changes will be to tailor the document to
the desires of DOF in hopes of gaining approval. In dealing with DOF, changes in
direction are common. It is also possible that the Oversight Board will request some
changes to the document.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Successor Agency approve the LRPMP and allow minor
changes to the document to be made at the direction of the City Attorney prior to
submittal to the DOF for final approval.
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